




















D ltems : Other Traffic Safety Issues Handled

D1. Business along Lincoln Drive requested advice on better strategies for public safety to find and
access their building. The Traffic Safety Coordinator and Fire Marshal reviewed the current signage and
found that it was compliant with regulations. A monument was suggested as a possibility to increase
visibility.

D2. Resident noted that during repaving, in pavement lights along the Promenade at Hazelton were
partially obstructed or paved over. Pictures were taken of the issue, and were sent to the Streets

Supervisor for cleaning.

D3. Further study of Valley View Road speeds, east of Tracy was requested. The study found that the
mitigation installed earlier in the year was having little effect on speeds, with the 85™-percentile speeds
of 38 mph. Police already patrol heavily in this area, and the “Your speed is...” trailer was placed at this

location.

D4. This request was for trimming of neighbor’s trees and plantings along Parkwood Road that have
grown into the street and obstruct the view from the driveway. The request was forwarded to the city
forester.

D5. A request was received to investigate the light timing of Valley view Road and 66" Street.
Electricians informed the Traffic Safety Coordinator that the light was running on a fixed cycle as the
new actuation technology was installed. The light is now back to actuated timings.

D6. A request was received for adding a signal to York at Parklawn Avenue to facilitate left turns. This

request was forwarded to Hennepin County who controls signals along York, and they are investigating.
We have a traffic study that details when.
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Appendix A

Stop Sign Warrants,

Edina City Policy

1. The provisions of the Minnesota Manual on Uniform Traffic Control Devices (MUTCD) shall be
followed.

2. Relevant speed, volumes, accident records and sight obstructions shall be reviewed when
considering the installation of a stop sign.

3. Absent engineering data which clearly indicates the need for a stop sign, a residential
intersection should be left uncontrolled.

4. If anintersection experiences five (5) or more right angle accidents in a three (3) year period,
stop signs should be considered.

5. Ifthe presence of a sight obstruction is contributing to accidents at an intersection, removal of
the sight obstruction should be sought before considering a stop sign.

6. If the 85th percentile speed on any leg of an intersection is more than five (5) MPH over the
posted speed limit, a stop sign should be considered for the intersecting street.

7. If traffic volumes exceed 1,000 vehicles per day on each of the intersecting streets, stop signs
should be considered.

8. Residential stop signs shall not be installed in an attempt to control speed.

9. Residential stop signs shall not be installed in an attempt to control volume.

State Warrants

Engineering judgment should be used to establish intersection
control. The following factors should be considered:

A.

B.
C.
D
E

Vehicular, bicycle, and pedestrian traffic volumes on all approaches;
Number and angle of approaches;

Approach speeds;

Sight distance available on each approach; and

Reported crash experience.

YIELD or STOP signs should be used at an intersection if
one or more of the following conditions exist:

A.

B.
C.

An intersection of a less important road with a main road where application of the normal right-
of-way rule would not be expected to provide reasonable compliance with the law;

A street entering a designated through highway or street; and/or

An unsignalized intersection in a signalized area.

In addition, the use of YIELD or STOP signs should be considered at the intersection of two minor streets
or local roads where the intersection has more than three approaches and where one or more of the
following conditions exist:

A

The combined vehicular, bicycle, and pedestrian volume entering the intersection from all
approaches averages more than 2,000 units per day;
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B. The ability to see conflicting traffic on an approach is not sufficient to allow a road user to stop
or yield in compliance with the normal right-of-way rule if such stopping or yielding is necessary;
and/or

C. Crash records indicate that five or more crashes that involve the failure to yield the right-of-way
at the intersection under the normal right-of-way rule have been reported within a 3-year
period, or that three or more such crashes have been reported within a 2-year period.

YIELD or STOP signs should not be used for speed control.

At intersections where a full stop is not necessary at all times, consideration should first be given to
using less restrictive measures such as YIELD signs (see Sections 2B.8 and 2B.9).

The use of STOP signs on the minor-street approaches should be considered if engineering judgment
indicates that a stop is always required because of one or more of the following conditions:
A. The vehicular traffic volumes on the through street or highway exceed 6,000 vehicles per day;
B. A restricted view exists that requires road users to stop in order to adequately observe
conflicting traffic on the through street or highway; and/or
C. Crash records indicate that three or more crashes that are susceptible to correction by the
installation of a STOP sign have been reported within a 12-month period, or that five or more
such crashes have been reported within a 2-year period. Such crashes include right-angle
collisions involving road users on the minor-street approach failing to yield the right-of-way to
traffic on the through street or highway.
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